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Interview Summary 


Application No. 

10/815,346 


Applicant(s) 

SIBBETTETAL 


Examiner 

ALEX NOGUEROLA 


Art Unit 

1795 





All participants (applicant, applicant's representative, PTO personnel): 



(1 ) ALEX NOGUEROLA . (3) Martin Sulskv . 

(2) RaiDave . (4) . 

Date of Interview: 17 December 2007 . 

Type: a)EI Telephonic b)D Video Conference 

c)D Personal [copy given to: 1)D applicant 2)D applicant's representative] 

Exhibit shown or demonstration conducted: d)Q Yes e)D No. 
If Yes, brief description: . 

Claim(s) discussed: 1 

Identification of prior art discussed: none . 

Agreement with respect to the claims f)El was reached. g)D was not reached. h)D N/A. 

Substance of Interview including description of the general nature of what was agreed to if an agreement was 
reached, or any other comments: See Continuation Sheet 

(A fuller description, if necessary, and a copy of the amendments which the examiner agreed would render the claims 
allowable, if available, must be attached. Also, where no copy of the amendments that would render the claims 
allowable is available, a summary thereof must be attached.) 

THE FORMAL WRITTEN REPLY TO THE LAST OFFICE ACTION MUST INCLUDE THE SUBSTANCE OF THE 
INTERVIEW. (See MPEP Section 713.04). If a reply to the last Office action has already been filed, APPLICANT IS 
GIVEN A NON-EXTENDABLE PERIOD OF THE LONGER OF ONE MONTH OR THIRTY DAYS FROM THIS 
INTERVIEW DATE, OR THE MAILING DATE OF THIS INTERVIEW SUMMARY FORM, WHICHEVER IS LATER, TO 
FILE A STATEMENT OF THE SUBSTANCE OF THE INTERVIEW. See Summary of Record of Interview 
requirements on reverse side or on attached sheet. 



Examiner Note: You must sign this form unless it is an 
Attachment to a signed Office action. 
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Interview Summary 



Paper No. 20071217 



Continuation Sheet (PTOL-41 3) Application No. 1 0/81 5,346 



Continuation of Substance of Interview including description of the general nature of wh^t was agreed to if an 
agreement was reached, or any other comments: On December 14, 2007 Messrs. Dave and Sulsky called the 
Examiner to ask whether - ions - can be substituted for "electrons" in claim 1 in order to overcome the 35 U.S.C. 112, 
first paragraph, enablement rejection. In their view the use of the word "electrons" in claim 1 is an obvious error. On 
December 17, 2007 the Examiner called Dr. Sulsky to let him known that he agreed that "electrons" was not intended 
and does not make sense when the entire disclosure as a whole is considered. However, the Examiner only agreed to 
allow - charged molecules - to be subsituted for "electrons" as the specification indicates that electrolysis products are 
not passed through the membrane, while charged moleucles, such as nucleic acids and proteins, are moved through 
the membrane. See, for example, paragraphs [0021], [0029], and [0042] of the specification . The Examiner stated 
that he would not apply a new matter rejection if Applicant amends the claims and disclosure by substituting - charged 
molecules - for "electrons" in the relevant passages. 
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37 OFR §1 -Z Bualnass to be transacted tn witting. attorneys or agents at the Patent and 

The interview Summary Form shall be given ™ W™?" 8 ' * Form Is given to the applicant (or attorney "™"' tonce address 

The Form provides for recordation of the following InformaUon: 
Station Number (Senas Code and Serial Number) 

fvi~~.#* rtf an nil rant 



Name of applicant 
- Name of examiner 
Oate of Interview 



- Oate of Interview Mr * nn *\\ 
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the examiner. . . complete end 

examiner to Check for Accuracy 



